








 

(b)(5) attorney-client





 

FOIA exemption (b)(5)





 

 

(12) Lack of NCC is not an excuse to do 

nothing. Use the data we have and 

move forward. No good reason for 

putting things off. The TMDL should 

have addressed nutrients even if data 

were not perfect. 

(13) TMDL does not justify in-stream 

sediment fines target. How does in-

stream fine targets align with WQS? 

(14) Ecology is hesitant to address Capitol 

Lake because of benefits as sediment 

trap, better than a muddy estuary, 

expensive infrastructure changes (Lake 

outlet works, MS4, LOTT facility).   

(15) Checkpoint approach used in 

Columbia dioxin TMDL is an appealing 

large watershed approach. 

(16) Ecology should not get credit for a 

TMDL when the allocations do not 

resolve the DO and nutrient issue. 

(17) Margin of safety and antidegradation 

section is confusing 

(18) Would be willing to consider 

temperature carve out of NCC 

remand. TMDLs for DO, pH should not 

move forward until Budd Inlet is 

completed. Opinion on sediment was 

limited. 

 




